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Harvard HatesROTC

But that may be changing.
By Erin Shdey

Cambridge, Mass. -- HARVARD
SQUARE islooking strange these days.
With red, white, and blue fluttering from
every street lamp and storefront, the city
affectionately known as the "People's
Republic of Cambridge' seemsto have
undergone a complete makeover. In the
wake of September 11, this new patriotic
sentiment has revived an old debate:
whether Harvard University should
alow the Reserve Officer Training
Corps to return to campus.

The conflict over ROTC's compatibility
with Harvard goes back a generation.
Then the issue was Vietnam; now it's
gaysin the military. A universty code
prohibits sudent groups from
discriminating on the bagis of race,
gender, religion, or sexud orientation.
This means, for ingtance, that the
universty will not recognize sngle-sex
fraternities and sororities; nor, because
of the military's "don't ask, don't tell"
policy, will it dlow the formation of a
ROTC unit on campus.

Harvard disbanded its ROTC
detachment during the Vietnam era, but
continued to fund cadets who
participated in the program at the nearby
Massachusetts Ingtitute of Technology.
In 1989, however, Harvard cadet David
E. Carney was expdled from the unit
when it became known that he was a
homosexual. In response, a student-
faculty committee adopted a policy that
prohibited Harvard funding of further

ROTC activities. In addition, ROTC is
prohibited from recruiting at student
activitiesfars, and cadets may not gt for
their senior yearbook portraitsin
uniform.

While Harvard's policy raises numerous
financid and logidtics hurdies for ROTC
participants--not the leest of whichis
finding trangportation to MIT for drills
in the early morning hours--many cadets
have found the symboalic effects of the
university's policy even more harmful.
Cadet Lieutenant Colond Charlie
Cromwell, commander of MIT's Paul
Revere Battaion, decries "an inherent
negative sigma attached to any
organization not condoned or supported
by the adminigration." Students, he
says, "areleft asking why. Why don't
they alow kidsto participate?"

Still, snce September 11 the military has
enjoyed a higher profile on campus. The
Harvard Crimson has run front- page
gtories about students in the reserves
preparing for the possibility of being
cdled up. Newly ingdled Harvard
president Lawrence H. Summers has
warned the Undergraduate Council "to
be careful about adopting any policy on
campus of non-support for those
involved in defending the country,” and
has expressed "pride’ in Harvard's
cadets.

This changing attitude has encouraged
proponents both insde and outside to
push for the retoration of a Harvard
ROTC program. A group of aumni,
including former Defense secretary
Caspar Weinberger, '38, has organized
"Advocates for Harvard ROTC." The



group has collected over athousand
sgnatures of dumni, sudents, and
faculty who support the return of the
ROTC to campus. Theresults are hard to
gauge. According to David Clayman,

‘38, the chairman of the organization,

"All weve seen o far isthat President
Summersfedsthat it'sanoble
endeavor." He goes on to emphasize the
fact that "the inaccessibility of the armed
forces to those who are supposed to be
the best and brightest in the country does
adissarviceto the nation.” Clayman
notesthat asmilar effort is underway
among Yde dumni, to bring ROTC

back to New Haven.

Within the college, as well, supporters of
ROTC have sought to re-open the
debate. Undergraduate Council member
John Bash, '03, has announced his
intention to put the issue on the teble at a
meeting of the Student Affairs
Committee of the Council. Says Bash,
"We need to recognize that the anti-
discrimination policy cannot be drictly
adhered to, but [must be] judged on a
case by case basis. Why do we recognize
the football team or women's basketball
team? The need is greater than ever for
military leaders with the highest
intellectua capabilities, aswe are
engaging in awar that is more about
tactics, intelligence, and drategy than
brute man and machine power."

Thefact remains that the return of
ROTC would requireamgor revisonin
universty policy. According to Clifford
Davidson, ‘02, founder of BOND, a non-
politica organization for homosexua
students and their supporters, "individud
communities should be able to establish
their own guiding principles. To make
exceptions to this would render the
community's principle moot, defegting
the purpose of creating a policy (and a
community) in the firs place. Thus, the

only argument to be had is whether or
not Harvard should do away with its
sexud orientation non-discrimination
policy.”

Theissue of ROTC at Harvard
highlights the more genera tensons of
the "don't ask, don't tell” policy. The
argument for ROTC restoration--that the
univerdity should provide an opportunity
to students who want to serve their
country--is not unlike the argument of
gays who wish to serve their country as
soldiersand complain it is unfair to deny
them that opportunity.

But Harvard's hodtility to ROTC stems
ultimately from a degp ambivdence
about the military. ROTC wasfirgt
disbanded during the turbulence of the
'60s--long before the phrase "don't ask,
don't tell" had ever been coined. For its
restoration to take place, what must be
overcome isnot just aset of universty
rules, but alegacy of anti-military
sentiment, born in the Vietnam era, that
ever since has shaped Harvard's attitude
towards its ROTC members.

In other words, the serious struggle of
the ROTC redtorationigsis againgt a
history of entrenched opposition to the
military in dite intdllectud

communities. The flagsin Harvard
Square suggest that may be changing.
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